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Forward

The City of Glendale is a Certified Local Government (CLG) that recognizes the
important role that historic resources play in making the city a special place to
live. They understand that the preservation of these resources can foster civic
and neighborhood pride, and form the basis for identifying and maintaining
community character. The City of Glendale’s Planning Department applied for
and was granted a 2006-07 CLG grant from the California Office of Historic
Preservation to conduct a reconnaissance-level survey of Craftsman-era
residential architecture, built between 1900 and 1925 and located in multi-
family zoned areas throughout the City of Glendale.

Glendale is located to the northeast of Los Angeles. It was established in 1887
after the partition of the 36,000-acre Rancho San Rafael was divided among
several landowners and was ultimately incorporated as a city in 1906. Its
development began to accelerate after the turn of the 20th century with the
introduction of the interurban electric railroad. By 1920, the population
reached 13,536 (from a mere 300 residents at the turn of the century) and
eventually swelled to 62,736 by 1930. Today the population has grown to over
200,000. Due to the dramatic increase in population prior to 1930, many
residences were constructed in the core areas of the City between 1900 and
1925. Because the Craftsman style was gaining popularity during those years,
Glendale developed a large collection of single-family Craftsman houses.
However, beginning after World War II, many of the Craftsman neighborhoods
that are located in multi-family zoned residential areas have lost their historic
fabric due to the subsequent development of large apartment buildings, whose
construction began primarily during the 1960s and continue today. In
addition, many of the single-family properties have lost their historic integrity
and there are many undocumented historic resources from this Craftsman era
scattered throughout Glendale.

Therefore, the intent of the survey and historic context is to identify single-
family Craftsman buildings within the City’s neighborhoods zoned for multi-
family use that may have potential historic significance to assist the Planning
Department with its planning process. Because the residences are located in
areas that are zoned for higher-density development, the small Craftsman
buildings are increasingly subject to applications for demolition to make way
for larger structures. Hence, the Planning Department desires to better
understand these resources and their significance to the historical development
of the City by looking at all of the buildings on a comprehensive and systematic




level. This report documents the survey effort and includes the complete
historic context that was developed.
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Objectives and Area Surveyed

Objectives

The City of Glendale received a State of California Certified Local Government
(CLG) grant for the period 2006-07 to conduct a reconnaissance-level survey of
Craftsman-era residential architecture, built between 1900 and 1925 that are
located in multi-family zoned areas throughout Glendale. The final project
includes a context statement, district records for one identified district, and
DPR 523A forms for all the buildings included in survey. Information gathered
on all of the properties surveyed was entered into the California Historical
Resources Inventory Database (CHRID).

The purpose of the project is to complete a survey of Craftsman-era residential
architecture, built between 1900 and 1925, located in multi-family zoned areas
throughout Glendale, which identifies and evaluates historic resources and
serves to accomplish the following:

A. Develop a historic context statement on Craftsman Architecture in the
City of Glendale.

B. Provide information to identify resources and develop mitigation
measures for adverse impacts to these historic resources.

C. Provide information that may be used in preparing nominations, as
appropriate, to the National Register of Historic Places, the California
Register of Historic Resources, and the Glendale Register of Historic
Resources; identify any potential Craftsman historic district(s).

D. Create a community-based, public participation effort intended to
stimulate community awareness, interest and support for historic
preservation.

E. Help continue the development of a working program for conducting
surveys of other potential resources within the city of Glendale.

The survey will ensure that accurate, detailed information is available on
potential historic resources for use in City programs and land use planning,
including California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review.




Description of Project Survey Area

The project study area included the entire City of Glendale; however the survey
areas were limited to those areas that are zoned for multi-family residential,
including Zones R-1250, R-1650, and R-2250. The R-3050 zoned properties
were not included in this survey. The Craftsman buildings included in the
survey are scattered throughout the City, but are largely concentrated in the
southern portion of the City to the south side of the SR-134 Freeway.
Neighborhoods with the highest concentration of resources include: Verdugo
Viejo, Vineyard, City Center, Citrus Grove, Mariposa, Pacific-Edison, and
Moorpark. There is a small pocket of Craftsman buildings concentrated in the
eastern neighborhood of Grandview and others scattered around the
neighborhoods of Grand Central, Freemont Park, Tropico, Adams Hill,
Somerset, Woodbury, Rossmoyne, Glenwood, and Montrose. The map of the
City of Glendale below (see Figure 1) illustrates its thirty-seven neighborhoods.

Historically the City of Glendale was part of Rancho San Rafael, which was
granted by the Spanish government of California to Corporal Jose Maria
Berdugo (later changed to Verdugo) in 1798. Through inheritance, sale, and
foreclosure, culminating in the “Great partition” of 1871, the 36,000-acre ranch
was divided among several landowners. The 150-acre town of “Glendale” as it
became known, was surveyed and recorded in 1887. Originally consisting of
ranch land used for grazing cattle and sheep and later for the cultivation of
oranges and strawberries, today Glendale has transformed from a bedroom
community to a thriving city of over 200,000 residents with numerous
residential neighborhoods and a vibrant downtown.

Throughout the years of Glendale’s development, the City has seen several
changes in planning and zoning that have altered the traditionally small-scale
character of its neighborhoods. Today the City’s government is located around
the intersection of Glendale Avenue and Broadway, with the commercial core
lined along Brand Boulevard and Central Avenue. The surveyed neighborhoods
are planned in a traditional grid pattern, although the northern and eastern
sections of the city hug the hills. The city is accessed by three major highways
(I-5, Hwy 134, and Hwy 2), linking it to the neighboring cities of Burbank,
Pasadena, and Los Angeles. There is a wide representation of building types
and styles within Glendale as well as a mix of building scales and setbacks,
particularly in the neighborhoods zoned as multi-family residential.
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Figure A:

Map of Glendale showing the City’s neighborhoods.
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Figure B: Map showing buildings that were surveyed as part of this study.




Research Design and Methods Used

The project was contracted to Galvin Preservation Associates Inc. (GPA), who
oversaw and assisted with the survey and prepared the historic context on
behalf of and under the guidance of the City of Glendale Planning Department.
The majority of the survey field work was conducted by community volunteers.
The GPA project team consisted of five team members, all of whom meet the
Secretary of Interior’s Professional Qualifications for History and Architectural
History. They are, Andrea Galvin, principal architectural historian/preservation
planner; Christeen Taniguchi, associate architectural historian; Rebecca
Smith, associate architectural historian, Ben Taniguchi, historian; and Laura
Gallegos, historian. Tonya West provided administrative assistance. The
survey and development of the historic context were conducted from September
2006 to September 2007.

The draft historic context and the historical resources survey were developed in
accordance with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for
Historic Preservation and National Register Bulletin 24, Guidelines for Local
Survey: A Basis for Preservation Planning. The Project was conducted in three
phases to include: 1) project setup and training, 2) field survey and
development of draft historic context, and 3) post survey data entry and
preparation of reports.

Project Setup and Training

Due to the size and nature of the proposed project, the City of Glendale worked
closely with the contracted preservation consultants and local volunteers to
complete this survey. The first step in processing the project included
identifying all of the buildings that were constructed between 1900 and 1925
within the R-1250, R-1650, and R-2250 multi-family zoned residential areas of
the city. Once the properties were identified, the survey methodology and
process was established. Following are the steps used in this process:

A. Identify all properties within multi-family zoned areas in the city
constructed between 1900 and 1925. The City planning staff used
Assessor’s data to compile a spreadsheet of all the buildings within
the city that were constructed between the selected dates located
within the R-1250, R-1650, and R-2250 multi-family residential
zones.




. Windshield survey to exclude properties from the list. Due to the large
number of buildings that were constructed during 1900 and 1925
(several thousand), Planning Department staff conducted a windshield
survey of the study area to photograph and verify which buildings
were constructed in the Craftsman style. The properties that were
clearly not Craftsman were removed from the list of properties to be
surveyed. Photographs were taken of the properties that were
questionable.

. Architectural historian review of master list of properties. GPA staff
reviewed the list of properties identified in the windshield survey to
verify if the properties were constructed in the Craftsman style.
Several buildings were identified and omitted from the survey that
were built in other architectural styles.

. Buildings lacking integrity would receive a status code of 6Z. The City
planning staff worked with the project architectural historians to
review the building photographs and identify buildings that were so
heavily altered that they did not merit an inventory form. Later these
buildings were given status codes of 6Z. Information on these
buildings will be entered into the California Historical Resource
Information Database (CHRID), although architectural descriptions
and inventory forms were not created for these buildings.

. Prepare final survey list and create survey packets for fieldwork. After
the final list of buildings were identified, survey packets were created
by geographic region; these packets included a map of the City of
Glendale, a list and map of the buildings to be surveyed for that
packet, information on the property owner, year built, address, etc.
(from the Office of the Assessor), and a sample building description. A
total of 65 packets were created that included an average of 10
properties.

. Pre-survey drive through Glendale and identification of building
typologies. GPA architectural historians drove through the City of
Glendale to identify potential architectural typologies (sub-types of the
Craftsman style) and photograph sample buildings and character-
defining features to be used for the volunteer survey training. GPA
identified seven preliminary typologies including Bungalows, cottages,
Colonial influences, Eclectic influences, multi-family, transitional,
clipped gable, and Aeroplane style buildings.

. Preparation of volunteer survey field forms and packets. GPA staff
prepared a volunteer training packet to include an architectural style
guide for the Craftsman style identifying the possible typologies and
typical character-defining features of each typology; an illustrated
field survey form to simplify the survey process; a sample survey field




form, an architectural description template, a sample architectural
description, a letter from the City of Glendale, a letter to homeowners
explaining the City’s survey project, a sample DPR 523A form (blank
and filled in), photographic instructions, photo log (blank and filled
in), and a survey supply checklist. The packets also contained a
rewritable CD with electronic building description templates as well as
a training agenda and training session evaluation sheet.

H. Conduct training session for volunteers and City staff. GPA staff
conducted two training sessions for volunteers at the City of Glendale
City offices to introduce the project’s objectives, explain survey
methodology, teach the character-defining features of the Craftsman
style, and to go over the survey methodology and tool kit (packets)
provided. The training consisted of a lecture, rules and safety
precautions, Q&A and hands-on exercises. Training sessions were
held in March and April of 2007.

Field Survey and Development of Draft Historic Contexts

The second phase of the project included conducting the field survey and
inventory, and the development of a draft historic context. Using the
information prepared in the first phase of the project, the project team looked
at the properties and historical data collectively and at a more detailed level.
The second phase consisted of the following:

1. Conduct field survey and photograph buildings and site. The project
volunteers conducted the survey from the public right-of-way. They
were instructed not to trespass onto private property and utilized all
necessary safety precautions in compliance with local, state and
federal laws, rules and regulations. Each surveyor was responsible
for visiting and photographing the buildings included in his or her
survey packet. The team used a digital camera to take, at a
minimum, one photograph of the facade (principal elevation) of each
building and one photograph of each side elevation that was visible
from the public right-of-way. Additional photographs were taken of
some buildings to document major alterations to the building or
particularly distinctive features. Any related features that were
present (outbuildings, garages, sheds, masonry walls etc.) were also
photographed as an inventory of location and condition of existing
related features.

Volunteer survey teams kept notes of the addresses of the properties
identified, as well as basic descriptions and any characteristics that
may not be visible in photographs on the field survey forms. The




images taken were also tracked by providing a brief description for
identification purposes, the date photos were taken, and the view
(looking toward cardinal direction). Some of the additional images
were used for reference only, in the event that the description
writers had questions about any of the properties after the field
survey was complete.

. Write architectural descriptions of each of the buildings and sites
included in the survey. Using the photographs and notes taken in
the field, the volunteer survey team wrote architectural descriptions
for every building included in the survey packets. Included in these
descriptions was a determination of style and extant character-
defining features, a description of every visible elevation, a list of
determinable alterations, and a statement of condition.

. Submit survey packets to City and GPA for review & processing.
The project volunteer surveyors then submitted the packets to the
Glendale Planning Department with the CD including the completed
draft architectural descriptions, labeled photographs, and completed
field survey forms.

. Professional peer review of architectural descriptions. GPA staff
performed a peer review and edited all the descriptions. Particular
attention was paid to the content, completeness and uniformity of
these property descriptions, and correct spelling and grammar.

. Develop the draft historic context. This phase of the project
included completing a review of the available literature found
through archival research. Christeen Taniguchi of GPA studied the
research material, and developed an outline for the draft historic
context. The historic context was written using both the research
and field data. Research was conducted at the Planning and
Building Departments, the Assessor’s Office, the Special Collections
Room at the City of Glendale Public Library, the Los Angeles Public
Library, Proquest Los Angeles Times online database and other
online resources such as the Glendale Historical Society. The
resources used included photos, newspaper clippings, city
directories, pattern books, historic maps, building permits, etc.




Post Survey Data Entry and Preparation of Reports

The last phase of the project included assembling the survey information in
order to create the DPR 523 forms, reviewing and editing the draft historic
context, identifying possible future research and/or information gaps,
providing a discussion of the results of the survey and suggestions as to how
the findings will be incorporated into the local planning process, and inserting
and completing sources/notes, maps, formatting and citations for the draft
historic context.

1. Create and peer review/edit the DPR 523 forms/ CHRID data entry.
The City of Glendale planning staff inputted the base property
information on the surveyed properties into the California Historical
Resource Information Database (CHRID). After the architectural
descriptions were peer reviewed, the City staff downloaded the
descriptions into the individual property fields and linked the digital
photographs using the photographic log that was prepared during
the field survey in the second phase of the project. In addition, they
wrote brief descriptions of the photos for identification purposes, the
dates the images were taken and their views (identification of
cardinal direction).

2. Identify potential historic districts within the project study area.
GPA staff drove the city with Planning staff to identify any potential
historic districts (concentrations of Craftsman buildings that share a
historic context). There were five possible areas that had moderate
concentrations of Craftsman buildings. After review of the potential
districts, collectively the professionals agreed that there was only
one small district within the multi-family zoned areas that had
enough integrity and linkage to be considered a potential local
historic district. This district was identified as the Riverdale Drive
district. GPA staff prepared an abridged historic context and
prepared a DPR 523D form for this potential local district.

3. Review surveyed properties/ Sort Buildings The City of Glendale
planning staff and the GPA staff members met to review all the
properties that were surveyed as part of this project. The intent of
the meeting was to discuss and identify integrity thresholds and to
identify properties that may be eligible for local landmark status. All
the properties were sorted by typology and each property was
identified within the group and historic context as exhibiting high,
moderate, or low integrity. This methodology helped to support the
later identification of status codes.
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4. Peer Review Draft Historic Context. The City of Glendale Planning

staff and GPA staff peer reviewed the draft historic context that was
prepared for the Craftsman Buildings in Glendale; after receiving
comments, GPA staff conducted additional research and finalized
the historic context.

. Map locations of buildings within associated historic neighborhoods.
The City of Glendale staff plotted the location of the surveyed
properties onto the City’s neighborhood maps to identify how many
buildings of each typology and integrity level are located within each
neighborhood. The City of Glendale has a local landmark criterion
that establishes significance to buildings within neighborhoods that
are one of the best or last remaining examples within its
neighborhood. Therefore, decisions were made as to which
buildings might be the best representative examples within the
thirty-seven neighborhoods identified to be used by the City to
evaluate buildings against the local criteria.

. Assign status codes to all buildings within the district and project
study area. Based on integrity and known information on the
properties, the City of Glendale, with the assistance of GPA staff
assigned each building one of following codes (see Appendices A and
B):

e SD2. Contributor to a district that is eligible for local
listing or designation. This status code was assigned
to the buildings located within the Riverdale historic
district boundaries that contribute to the significance
and integrity of the district.

e 583. Appears to be individually eligible for local listing
or designation through survey evaluation. This status
code was assigned to a group of individual buildings
that were selected from the whole as exhibiting high
or unusual design or craftsmanship and had high
integrity.

e 5B. Locally significant both individually (listed,
eligible, or appears eligible) and as a contributor to a
district that is locally listed, designated, determined
eligible or appears eligible through survey evaluation.
This code was assigned only to buildings of
architectural significance (individually) that were also
located within the Riverdale historic district
boundaries.
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e 6Z. Found ineligible for NR, CR or Local designation
through survey evaluation. This status code was
assigned to all buildings that were determined to be
designed in the Craftsman style but were removed
from the list of properties to be surveyed because
they exhibited very low integrity. These buildings did
not receive inventory forms but their information will
be entered into the CHRID and assigned a status
code of 6Z.

e O6L. Determined ineligible for local listing or
designation through local government review process;
may warrant special consideration in local planning.
Several of the properties were given this status code;
these buildings represent the buildings that were not
of high style but were of standard design and
exhibited moderate or low integrity.

e 7R. Properties identified in reconnaissance level
survey: Not evaluated. This code was given to
properties that were not visible from the street due to
physical obstructions such as fences, landscaping,
setbacks, etc. Properties that were within one of the
37 neighborhood areas, which also contained single-
family zoning, were rated as 7R since additional
research is needed to determine if there are any
Craftsman style residences in the single-family zoned
areas of the neighborhood that would meet the local
criteria of being one of the best remaining examples.

7. Discuss conclusions and findings. Identify recommendations. GPA
staff met with the Glendale Planning staff to discuss the assigned
status codes, justify the integrity thresholds, identify buildings that
may require additional study (DPR 523B forms) and identify
recommendations for future research and/or work.

8. Identify potential locally significant buildings within the project
study area. GPA staff and the Glendale Planning staff identified the
buildings that were architecturally significant or had high artistic
value. This determination was made based on visual inspection.
Those buildings that fell into this category and exhibited high
integrity are being recommended for potential local landmark status.
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9. Input status codes and typologies into CHRID. The City of Glendale
staff inputted all status codes into the CHRID and printed the final
DPR 523A forms for approximately 527 properties.

10. Finalize Survey Report. GPA prepared the final recommendation
report based on methodologies and discussions held with the
Glendale Planning staff.

13



Glendale Craftsman Historic Context Statement

Introduction

The City of Glendale is located in Los Angeles County, about three miles north
of downtown Los Angeles. Glendale thrived and grew as a bedroom
community by the early twentieth century as a result of its close proximity to
Los Angeles. This was initially made possible by the highly accessible public
transportation provided by the Pacific Electric Railway. The increasingly
popular automobile also contributed to the growth of Glendale, which was
incorporated as a city in 1906 and has grown to a population of over 200,000
today.

Early History and Development of Glendale

The Gabrielino Indians occupied the areas that would later become the City of
Glendale. Their name is derived from their association with the San Gabriel
Arcangel Mission during the Spanish period. These Native Americans were also
known as the Tongva, which translates to “people of the earth.” They occupied
what are today Los Angeles County and the northern section of Orange County.

Glendale was first occupied by white settlers during the Spanish era when it
became part of Rancho San Rafael, which was a 3,600 acre Spanish land grant
given to Corporal José Maria Verdugo in 1798.! Verdugo had been active in
the army until that time, but decided to retire and became a rancher. He had
herds of cattle, horses, sheep and mules, and also grew watermelons, corn,
beans, pepper and fruit.2 The Rancho also included what is today Burbank,
Eagle Rock, and Highland Park. Along with the rest of California, this land
became Mexican territory in 1822. The property was then passed down to
Verdugo’s children, Julio and Catalina in 1831.

Julio and Catalina Verdugo held onto their inherited land even after California
became United States territory in 1848 and later the 31st state of the union in
1850. The Rancho was, however, dissolved during the court decisions of “The
Great Partition of 1871,” after which parcels were established for residential
and commercial developments that would lead to the formation of Glendale as
a city. Catalina passed away in the same year, and her brother died five years
later.3

! Glendale: A Calendar of Events in the Making of a City, Los Angeles, California: Title Guarantee and Trust
Company, 1936, [1].

% The Glendale Historical Society, “TGHS Glendale’s History,” http://www.glendalehistorical.org/.

® Glendale: A Calendar of Events in the Making of a City, op. cit., [17].
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The name Glendale was established in 1884 at a town meeting. The original
150 acres of the new community was plotted, filed and recorded with the Los
Angeles County Recorder in 1887 by ranchers Cameron Thom, Erskin Ross,
Benjamin Patterson, Harry J. Crow, Ellis Byram and George Phelon on land
that they owned. Its boundaries consisted of six blocks to the north and south
(with 1st Street to the north, today Lexington Drive, and 6th Street to the south,
later renamed Colorado Street). There were seventeen blocks to the east and
west, bounded by Chevy Chase Drive to the east and Central Avenue to the
west.4 The center of the community at that time was Glendale Avenue and
Third Street (today Wilson Avenue).

The Glendale Improvement Society had been organized in 1883; its
accomplishments included the establishment and maintenance of roadways
into the new community. In 1887, a railroad was also planned that would
connect Glendale to Los Angeles.> The Los Angeles and Glendale Railway Co.
ran a “dummy line” along Glendale Avenue. Circa 1905, it was replaced by a
more significant railroad called the San Pedro, Los Angeles, and Salt Lake
Railroad, which also continued to run along Glendale Avenue.® Like the rest of
Southern California, this newly formed town did well with real estate
development which was spurred by the coming of the railroad. Peach
orchards, orange groves and vineyards were also found throughout Glendale at
the time.” The grand Glendale Hotel was built in 1886-87 on the block
between J Street (today Jackson Street), Third Street (today Wilson Avenue), I
Street (today Isabel Street) and Fourth Street (today Broadway). Like the rest
of the nation, however, Glendale suffered economic depression in 1888 when
the boom went bust. The price of farm products dropped significantly, and the
community was plagued by three years of heavy drought. The Glendale Hotel
would end up standing empty (converted into the Glendale Sanitarium in 1905
and demolished circa 1924). During this time, Glendale’s population remained
at a standstill at around 300.8

* Glendale: A Calendar of Events in the Making of a City, op. cit., [19].

®“’Iron Horse’ Ran on Glendale Ave.,” The Verdugo Newspaper Group, September 2, 1984, A-11.

® The name was shortened to the Los Angeles and Glendale Railroad in 1916, and this line was purchased by Union
Pacific in 1922. Service ended on June 8, 1956.

"Walter Lindley and J. P. Widney, California of the South, New York: Appleton & Company, 1888, 133.

8 E. Caswell Perry, Shirley Catherine Berger and Terri E. Jonisch, Glendale: A Pictorial History. Norfolk,
Virginia: The Donning Company/Publishers, [1983, 1990], 25.
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Figure la: City of Glendale Map showing Annexations
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The Red Car and the Bungalow

The next century, however, would bring positive change. The Glendale
Improvement Society, which had been inactive since the real estate bust nearly
fifteen years prior, was reestablished in 1902.° Edgar A. Goode and Dr. D. H.
Hunt of the Society worked with Leslie L. Brand, a businessman and developer,
to link Glendale to Los Angeles via Henry E. Huntington’s Pacific Electric
interurban lines in 1904 along Brand Boulevard.1© The lines were built on land
owned by Leslie Brand.!! This made the “Red Cars” a familiar vision in
Southern California. The impact of the Pacific Electric rail line was so great
that downtown Glendale shifted west to Brand Boulevard and Broadway from
its original center at Glendale and Wilson Avenues to the east. This rail line
also helped the community grow by making a direct connection to downtown
Los Angeles. With a travel time of less than 20 minutes, and trains that
arrived hourly, Glendale became a highly accessible community.

Reflecting Glendale’s growth, the Mission Revival style Glendale Country Club,
which was the early center for Glendale social functions, was constructed in
1907.12 Schools such as the Third Street Intermediate School and Union High
School (built in 1909) were established, and a Carnegie Library was
constructed in 1914. In addition, the population of Glendale grew from 2,700
in 1910 to more than 13,500 ten years later. It was also during this time, in
1918, that the community of Tropico located to the south was annexed into the
City of Glendale.13 Glendale accurately called itself “The fastest growing city in
America.”14

With the Pacific Electric rail line firmly in place, there was a large demand for
homes to be built to house a growing community. A booklet issued by the
Glendale Improvement Society in 1904 stated that “Evidences of the new
growth of the town are seen in the large number of fine residences which are
being built. Several new tracts have been opened during the year.”'> The City
then continued to grow at the same rapid pace with nine annexations that
brought the total acreage to over 7,000 in 1920. Many of the residences
constructed during this boom were single-family residences, often housing

° Glendale Historical Society, “The Glendale Architectural and Historical Survey,” 1984, 4.

10 perry, Berger and Jonisch, op. cit., 25.

“The Glendale Historical Society, op. cit.

12 Juliet M. Arroyo, Images of America: Early Glendale, Charleston, South Carolina, et al.: Arcadia Publishing,
c2005, 49.

3 Glendale: A Calendar of Events in the Making of a City, op. cit., [19].

14 Glendale Historical Society, “The Glendale Architectural and Historical Survey,” 1984, 5.

15«0l Settlers’ Recapture Early History of Glendale,” The Ledger, A California Corporation, August 30, 1967,
sec. 1, p. 14.
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families with heads of households that commuted to downtown Los Angeles for
work. Along with the rest of Southern California, Glendale embraced the
Craftsman style and tracts of homes quickly developed during the years
between 1900 and 1925.

Quite appropriately, the Glendale Pacific Electric Station located at Brand
Boulevard and Broadway, was also designed in the Craftsman style (see
Figures 1b and 2). Constructed in 1906, it looked like an oversized 1-' story
Craftsman bungalow. This heavy hipped roof variety with wide overhanging
eaves and prominent rafters had a dormer as well as river rock tapered porch
supports. This was a very rare, if not unique, design for a Pacific Electric
station and was reflective of the prominence of the Craftsman style in Glendale.
This building was sold to the Security Trust and Savings Bank in 1923, which
used it for offices;!¢ it has since been demolished. The Craftsman style was so
popular and prolific at that time in Glendale, that there were also other non-
residential buildings, such as the Canyon Crest Sanitarium and the First
Congregational Church (circa 1912), that were designed in the style.1”

Figure 1b: Glendale Pacific Electric Station at S. Brand and W. Broadway
Boulevards (John Heller, Pacific Electric Stations, Long Beach, California: Electric
Railway Historical Society of Southern California, 1998, 245).

16 perry, Berger and Jonisch, op. cit., 60.
7 «Glendale Houses of Worship” and advertisement for Canyon Crest Sanitarium, Glendale Evening News, Fall,
1914,
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Figure 2: 1912 Sanborn Map showing the Craftsman style Glendale Pacific Electric
Station (ProQuest)

The History and Development of Craftsman Architecture

The Craftsman bungalow is perhaps the most iconic image of Southern
California architecture. Most of the examples of this style are concentrated in
this area, including the greatest number of landmark examples. The high-style
origins of the Craftsman are most closely associated with master architects
Charles Sumner Greene and Henry Mather Greene, who practiced in Pasadena
from 1893 to 1914. Their important works were influenced by the English Arts
and Crafts movement and Japanese woodworking techniques. They expressed
the honest use of building material, with the structural components of their
works made visual rather than hidden behind unnecessary decoration. One of
their best-known and well-preserved examples is the Gamble House in
Pasadena. Another well-known name connected to the Craftsman style is
Gustav Stickley, who led the Arts and Crafts movement in the United States
during the early twentieth century. Inspired by his British counterparts, John
Ruskin and William Morris, Stickley was known for his handcrafted furniture
which was honest in material and design. He became the founder and editor of
The Craftsman magazine in 1901. This magazine promoted the American Arts
and Crafts movement and a celebration of the manual arts, and homes that
were created in harmony with their surrounding landscapes.!8

The Craftsman style quickly trickled down to the general population and
became very popular for small residential design throughout the country,

'8 Robert Winter, American Bungalow Style, Photographs by Alexander Vertikoff, New York: Simon & Schuster,
c1996, 18.

19



particularly Southern California, from about 1905 until the early 1920s. The
same was true for Glendale. Craftsman style residences were widely published
in magazines such as the Western Architect, The Architect and House Beautiful,
as well as women’s magazines such as Good Housekeeping and Ladies’ Home
Journal, to help make the style popular. This was the ideal architectural style
for new middle class suburban communities such as Glendale. The Craftsman
home is characterized by its low profile and rambling horizontal lines.
Although there are certainly examples of it in tight urban settings, these homes
were best suited to where they could comfortably sprawl out on larger
suburban lots. In addition, land in Southern California was still relatively
inexpensive. Coupled with a temperate climate and a pioneer spirit, places like
Glendale were ideal for fulfilling the American dream of owning a home and
living where there seemed to be endless sunshine and possibilities.

The Craftsman Style and the Catalogue Home

Popularly advertised as being “simple but artistic,”!9 the Craftsman went hand
in hand with the pattern books and popular magazines that quickly spread this
style throughout the country. There is a very good possibility that catalog
Craftsman homes are well represented in the City of Glendale. The most iconic
catalogues came from Sears, Roebuck and Company, although others such as
Montgomery Ward and Aladdin Homes (based in Bay City, Michigan) were also
prominent in this booming industry, making such convenient and affordable
homes readily accessible (see Figure 3).20 Gustav Stickley also created two
popular books with Craftsman style house plans, called Craftsman Home
(1909) and More Craftsman Homes (1912).

19 Robert Winter, The California Bungalow, from California Architecture and Architects, Number I, David Gebhard,
editor, Los Angeles: Hennessey & Ingalls, Inc., 1980, 13.
2 Winter, American Bungalow Style, op. cit., 23.
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Figure 3: Plan No. 1312 in the Sweet’s Bungalow catalog (Edward E. Sweet Designing
and Building Co., Sweet’s Bungalows: “Just a Little Different,” Los Angeles, California:
Southern California Printing Co., circa 1910s, 21.)

The houses offered in pattern books and magazines reflected the typical
architectural trends of their times. Some of the earlier ones were in Victorian
styles as well as early Colonial Revivals, while those in the 1910s and 1920s
often featured the Craftsman. After ordering the house, all the building
materials such as nails, roofing material, exterior framing, exterior cladding
material and interior features were shipped by rail directly to the customers.
Masonry and brick were the only materials purchased locally because of high
shipping expenses. Early on, the lumber that arrived had to be cut to the
appropriate sizes at the building site. In 1914, precut and factory fitted lumber
was made available. Each lumber end was coded to correspond with the floor
plans. Customers chose from a variety of styles featured in the catalogs; they
had the freedom to mix and match features from different homes, or design
their own. The facade and floor plans could be flipped, for example. This
practice makes trying to identify a catalogue home today a challenging task.
These mass-produced homes were a far cry from their hand hewn and high
style counterparts designed by the likes of Charles and Henry Greene.
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The Automobile and the Craftsman

As the twentieth century progressed, the automobile became another factor
that made possible the success of suburban bedroom communities such as
Glendale. Henry Ford’s assembly line automobiles, built since 1908, became
increasingly available and affordable, particularly to a growing middle class
that was also finding the Craftsman style to be attractive. Replacing the
carriage barns of the nineteenth century Victorian homes were the automobile
garages of Craftsman homes of a new century. These garages were generally
for single cars, although there are also two-car variations that served larger
homes (see Figures 4 and 5). The garages were generally detached, and
located at the rear of the parcel, often at the end of a straight concrete
driveway, although some also faced onto alleys located at the rear of the
property. Additionally, there w